IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 02-40701

CASANDRA AARON; ADA W LLI AMS; ALBERTA WASHI NGTON, ALBERTA J.
TRAMVEL; ALI CE MARTI N MORGAN;, ET AL.;

Pl aintiffs-Appellants,

V.

| NTERTEK TESTI NG SERVI CES ENVI RONVENTAL LABORATORI ES, | NC.;

MARTI N DALE JEFFUS; JAMES NEI L MAYHEW M CHAEL LYNN LUDW CK;
GESHENG DAl ; MELI SSA K. DUNCAN;, M CHELLE GEORG NA DELGADO- BROWN;
DALE THOVAS MCQUEEN, SHEI LA ANN PETTY; RODNEY L. ROLAND, W LLI AM
S. W NGERT; CHUKWJICKWUN ANCZI E; VI CTOR DEANTHONY LI TTLES;

VALERI E HONG TRUONG,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
2-01- CVv- 80- DF

March 17, 2003

Before KING Chief Judge, DAVIS, Circuit Judge, and VANCE',
District Judge.

PER CURI AM **
After review ng the record and considering the briefs of the

parties and the argunment of counsel, we are satisfied that the

District Judge of the Eastern District of Louisiana,
sitting by designation.

Pursuant to 5THCQR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR R
47.5. 4.



district court correctly denied plaintiff’s notion to remand and
granted defendants’ notion to dismss the suit. Essentially for
reasons stated by the district court in it’s Decenber 18, 2001
Order, the judgnent of the district court is affirned.

AFF| RMED.



